SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES OF NEVER MARRIED PARENTS

" May never have expected court involvement, and may have never been
involved in a confrontational context;

* The parents may have never been in a relationship;

= There may have been a history of “informal” or “cooperative co-parenting
that one parent now seeks to change;

* The parents may not live in close proximity and there are additional
time/costs associated with the parenting relationship;

= The parents may never have discussed expectation of being a parent nor
issues associated with discipline, schooling, health care, third party
involvement (i.e. grandparents etc....);

* There may be more issues related to third parties involved with the
upbringing of the child;

* The child may not know one of the parents;

= There may be issues of a nonlegal parent acting as a parent;

* There may be a question of legal status;

» There may be issues of substance abuse, infidelity, physical abuse, etc...that
factor into decision not to marry;

" Youth, unemployment, prison

REASONS NEVER MARRIED PARENTS MAY BECOME INVOLVED WITH THE LEGAL
SYSTEM

> Public assistance/State petition for child support;

» One or both of the parties “clean up”;

> One of both of the parties are tired of third party control;

> A child may want to establish or reestablish contact with an absent parent;
> Marriage of either party;

» Absent parent has “grown up”;
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"CHALLENGES OF NEVER MARRIED PARENTS iN MEDIATION

Introduction or reintroduction of child to absent parent;
Why now?

Will third party attachments continue;

Age of child/preferences of child

Communication;

Experience as a parent;

Suspicions/resentment/lack of trust;

History of violence or addiction issues



o ' CHALLENGES WITH PRO SE LITIGANTS IN MEDIATION

e Communication—
Differences in style;
Balance of Power/Empowering the less assertive party;
e Establishing Rapport/Trust
e When to use the caucus
e Agent of Reality;
e Assess the Listening/be the listener;
e Evaluation of comfort/Access for Domestic Violence
e If one party has an attorney and one doesn’t
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